
United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF commerce"" 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 

Address; COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria. Virginia 223 13-1450 

WWW.USpto.g<?Y 



APPLICATION NO 




FILING DATE | 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 


ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 


CONFIRMATION NO. J 


10/679,759 




10/06/2003 


Brian D. Goodman 


POU920030105US1 


2828 


7590 


02/05/2008 









IBM Corporation 
2455 South Road, P386 
Poughkeepsie, NY 12601 



EXAMINER 



SEYE, ABDOU K 



ART UNIT 



2194 



PAPER NUMBER 



MAIL DATE 



02/05/2008 



DELIVERY MODE 



PAPER 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication. 



PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07) 



Office Action Summary 


Application No. 

10/679,759 


Applicant(s) 

GOODMAN ET AL. 


Examiner 

Abdou Karim Seye 


Art Unit 
2194 





-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 03 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )G3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 06 October 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) [3 Claim(s) 1-39 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-39 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) ^ The drawing(s) filed on 06 October 2003 is/are: a)E3 accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 




3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This office action is based on the application filed on June October 06, 2003. 
Claims 1-39 are currently pending and have been considered below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter that the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 13 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Appropriate clarification is required on the following claims: 

Claims 13 and 31 recite the limitation "the modifier function". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for the limitations in these claims. Independent claims 12 and 30 
include only the claimed element "a modifier representation". Therefore the examiner 
interpretes this claimed element as any transformer. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that forms the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office 
action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for 
patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for 
purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
international application designated the United States and was published under Article 
21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 



4. Claims 1-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 (e) as being anticipated by 
Smith et al. (US 20050091087). 



Claims 1, 12, 19, 30, 37 and 39, Smith teaches a method, system and product for 
creating a first computer program at a first computer system in a web services 
environment, the method comprising the steps of: 



moving a first representation of a first web service program into a common 
storage partition of the first computer system, the first web service program stored at a 
second computer system remote from the first computer system(Figure 4:1 12; storage; 
Figure 4:100; remote server; Figure 5:70; Figure 6:230; paragraph 68); 



moving a second representation of a second program into the common storage 
partition of the first computer system (Figure 6:232; paragraph 68); 



interconnecting the first representation of the first web service program with the 
second representation of the second program in the common storage partition of the 
first computer system wherein the first web service program and the second program 
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cooperate to perform a desired function by way of the interconnection (Figure 6: 
200;paragraph 68; web service connector); 

saving to storage an interconnected representation of the first web service 
program and second representation of the second program as a first encapsulated 
program; saving to storage identifying information identifying the first encapsulated 
program(paragraph 70; 72-73; 

saving to storage invoking information for invoking the first encapsulated 
(paragraph 73); and 

providing the identifying information and invoking information to a third computer 
system remote from the first computer system (paragraph 73). 

As to claim 2, Smith teaches, wherein the storage of any one of the saving to storage 
steps is any one of local storage or remote storage (Figure 4: 1 12). 

As to claim 3, Smith teaches,wherein the identifying information further comprises 
descriptive information describing function of the first encapsulated program(paragragh 
69 and 72). 

As to claims 4-6, they are rejected for the same reasons as the claims above. 
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As to claim 7. Smith teaches, the further steps of: receiving a call request from a remote 
computer system, the call request invoking the first encapsulated program as a web 
service; executing the first encapsulated program; and returning results of the execution 
of the first encapsulated program to the remote computer system(Figure 6; paragraph 
68-69). 

As to claim 8. Smith further teaches, wherein the call request is received by way of any 
one of a local application interface or a network protocol, the network protocol 
comprising any one of Soap, RPC, hyper-sockets or HTTP (paragraph 76). 

As to claim 9, Smith teaches, wherein the encapsulated program is any one of visually 
designed, visually configured, visually managed or visually created using GUI 
techniques (paragraph 76; user requesting web services from a display screen). 

As to claim 10, Smith teaches, wherein any of the steps are performed by a Drag and 
Drop operation on a GUI display on any one of the first computer system or a remote 
computer system (paragraph 76). 



As to claim 1 1 . Smith teaches, wherein any one of the identifying information or the 
invoking information is dynamically generated ( paragragh 70). 
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As to claim 13, Smith teaches, wherein the modifier function comprises any one of a 
parallel execution connection, a serial execution connection, a data normalizer function, 
an algebraic function, a Boolean function, a one to many interconnection function, a 
many to one interconnection function, a many to many interconnection function, a 
switching function, a filtering function, or a monitoring function (paragraph 73). 

As to claim 14, Smith teaches, wherein the modifier function determines an input to 
output path through the modifier wherein the path is determined by a value of an input 
to the modifier (paragraph 73; mapping of the data object). 



As to claim 15-18, 20-29, 31-36 and 38, they are rejected for the same reasons as the 
claims above . 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to the 
applicant's disclosure. 

Welch . (20040017392) discloses a web service control for use in a graphical 
programming environment. 

Meredith et al. (20040064529) discloses a type checking for safe interoperability 
among web processes. 
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Nagano et al. (20040030674) discloses a web service coordination plan creating 
apparatus, web service coordination plan creating method, and program and recording 
medium. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Abdou Seve whose telephone number is (571) 
270-1062 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri. 7:30am - 4pm . 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Thomson can be reached on 571-272-3718. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

AKS 

January 22, 2008 




